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Moscow’s

By Davidd K. Wiilis

Moscow

The techniques of Soviet propaganda are
ot full display now during the aftermath of
the Afghan invasion.

Moscow could simply arsue that Aighani-
stan has long been a Soviet backyard, with
few interests for the West but vital as a buffer
stateon Soviet borders.

It could say Moscow can't be indifferent to
events there, that its aid was logical and no
more than any other country wouid have done
in the same position..

Instead, however, the Soviets go to great'

lengths to justify their invasion by accusing
the United States, China. Egypt, and Bntam
of fomenting the Afghan guerrillas. )

In so doing they fall into some internai
inconsistencies inm their position.

For instance: Tass fulminates about 12
camps in Pakistan in which the CIA is sup-
posed to have trained 5,000 guerrillas. These
are the only figures Moscow has given — but

they seem remarkably small to justify a So- .

viet armed push by 40,000 or more troops into
2 nation of 17 million Afghans.

Moscow openly calls former President
Amin of Afghanistan a “CIA agent.” It ac-
cuses the US of working with him. Yet it'was
Moscow which openly supported Amin for
more than three months, from the day he shot
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his way to power in September, 1979, to the
day he himself was killed. Tass was not enthu-
siastic about Amin, but Soviet militaty and
economic aid poured into Afghanistan under

- his leadership, and the fact is widely known.

Again — who killed Mr. Amin and why?

The Soviets say their “limited nilitary
contingent” was asked for. By whom? It
could only have been Mr. Amin. since the
troops started going in in early December. It
took weeks to gather and aiclift many thou-
sands of men and tanks and pcrsonnel carri-
ers, etc.

If Me. Amin wanted the troops, did he real-
ize they would turn on him? When, in fact,
was he Killed? Tass quoted Kabul radio as
saying he had been executed, and did so at 10
a.m. Moscow time Dec. 28. The assumption
here is that he was killed Dec. 27 on the first
day of the coup.

But no one knows for sure, and the Soviets
gloss over the point. They try to make it seem
that their troops were requested because of
US, Chinese, Egyptian. and British-trained
guerrillas in Pakistan -- but say nothing
about Mr. Amin’s removal. .

They do quote Babrak Karmal as saying
he overthrew the old regime with the help of
his party and the Afghan Army. The Afghan
Army, however, is widely viewed in the West
as fragmented remnants, some of which sup-
port Mr. Amin and have killed some 250 So-
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viet soldiers already. :

And the Soviets now are arguing (1) that
Mr. Amin was a ClA 2gent but that (2) the US
and its allies were traming guerrillas I.O
overthrow his government. without mer'txon-
ing (3) that Moscow gave massive arms and’
economic assistance to Mr. Amnin as well asto’
Nur Muhammad Taraki befove him. :

That said, the Soviets may well heheve
that the US has entered the 1980s in a more ~g-i
gressive frame of mind. They see new mis-
siles in NATO, SALT II delayed, the naval
buildup in the Indian Ocean, and soon,

Americans see all these moves as reac-:
tions to Soviet moves — the 38-20 missiies, Af-!
ghanistan, ctc., and to the seizure of hostages
in Iran (hostages to whoin the Saviets hardly
everrefer these days).

The Soviet leadership is ultracon-!
servative. Only a handful of men know all the!
facts and malse the decisions.

At least two, Messrs. Brezinnev and Kosy-,
gin, are in ill-health. Neither of them has been’
seen in public for some time. They may have’
decided to rernind the world that when Soviet;
interests are threatened, the Xremiinacts.

Then they try to justify it by verbal attacks:
and blaming others. !
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David K. Willis is the Monitor's - orrespon-
dent in Moscow. B . . i
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